A TRVE 


» REPORT 
1 OF THE 


Private Colloquy bexweene M. Smich, 
. alias Norrice, and M. VValker. 


Beld in the preſence of rwo VYorthy Knights, 


— 


and of a few other Gentlemen , ſome Ky. 


Catholikes , ſome Proteſtants. 
With a briefe Confutation of the falſe , and adulterate 
ſumme, which M. #/alker, Paſtour of S. loby | 
Exangelift in Watling-ſtreete, hath 
. diuulged of the ſame, 
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7©£9+T 15 no Nouelty latcly 
>elpractiſed by the Proteſtars 
<> of our age; it bath alwaies 
JW), beence the viual trade, and 
D**><, inuctcrate guile of Here- 
tikes in former tymes, to corrupt, falfihe, 
and depraue, not onlic the Bookes , and 
Writings , but the wordes, ſayings, and 
other Conferences they haue held with 
the profeſſours of the Catholike Church, 


A 2 Origen 


4 To the Reader. 
Origen 9-1, +9" how his bookes were 


ks. ing conuidtedof falshood in a Collation 
he had with them, did after malicioufly 
calumniate, and traduce the ſentence gi« 
uen againſt them, as falſlie pronounced. 
'T he Arians, Pelagians, and other auncient 
Sectarics were attainted of the like crime, 
And now our Puritans , and Proteſtants 
arc proucd guiltic of the ſame,or far more 
treacherous dealing , by which they las 
bour to vnderproppe therotten beames 
of their ruinous, vnconſtanr, & declining 
doctrine. Ms 
2, Of this fraud and deceite Hunnius, 
tamer, Hail-bronner , and their companions were 
i ret oniltie,who being viquished in the mce- 


compcnd, 


d collar, ting at Ratisbone, diuulged notwithſtan- 
re. ding many falle _—_ of their triumph. 
pret ez and viRtorie. Of this was M.lewell guilty, 


protoco!- 


s, as D. Harding in.manic of his writings, & 
M. VT a: 


To the Reader. d; 
'M. PPalfngham in his Search ; haue eui- 
derly diſcouered, Guilty was M. Reynolds 
in publishing his Conference with. M. 
Hart,whercin he forged diuers things to 
the credit of his owne, and diſaduantage 
of his Opponents cauſe, of which he ne- 
uer ſo much as dreamed. Therefore 8. 
' Grygorietrulie auerreth of theſe, and ſuch 
like heretikes, that, by their labours and diſ- 
quifitions,they endeauour not ſo nuchto attayne 
the truth, as to ſeeme Tviftorious : they more 
eagerlic thirſt after the applauſe of men, 
then the glory of God : they ſeeke ſuch 
things as apertayne to themſelues , nos ſuch 4s 
belong to Beſus Chriſt. | 
3. In which kind, moſt notablenow of 
late, and moſt fresh in memoric, is the 

ide and arrogancie of D.Featly,who ime 
padeatlie boalied of his ſuppoled Con- 
queſt in a mecting which he, & D.YV bite 
had with M. Fisher, and M. Sweere : from 
which neuerthelefle. he cowardlic fled ; 
* wholic diſcomfited, and blotted with the 
; | A 3 ign0e 


4 


6 fo the Reader? 
ignomonic of a deſperate Retraite. No 
lefle shamefull( thoughin a conflict lefle 
famous )is.the vanitic of M.YYalker, in 
bragging of the Conference betweene 
him and M. Smith, which himſelf hath ſer 
forth ſtuffed with ſuch a heapeof falſe and 
guilcfull rclations,as he may ſceme ( ac» 
cording'to the Prophet ) to have made lying 
#0 be prote&ted. Nothing trembling at that 
dreadfullſcntece which is propheſied of 
. Him; Thou(O Lord )hateit ail chat work inte 
quity . thou wilt deſtroy them all that tell a-lye, 
Howbcit not one, but ſo manie lics hath 
he diuulged,as 1 may ſay with Jeremic, he 
. bath bent bis tongue , or prepared his quill, 
4s 4 bowe of lying , and not of truth &c. Hts 
tongue 1s a wandering arrow ; tt hath ſpoken 
gule. For in relating the arguments and 
anſwers which paſlſcd on both ſides, ſome 
hc changeth, ſome he corrupteth: heere 
he leaueth out , there he Foilkerh in : one 
while he difioynterh the wordes, other» 
while he diſmembreth,& peruerteth the 


(caſe: 


/ 
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_ To the Reader. 5 
ſenſe:in fine he maketh ſuch a miſshapers 
and confuſcd Chaos of malicious ſlaun- 
ders,of foolish & impertinent additions; 
as may well become one of his owne des 
formed-and baſtardly brocd ; which the 
udicious Reader may playnlie perccaue 
by the true narration | hall heer deliuer, 
without inferting any more then $hallbe 
neccſlaric for the iuſt reproofe of the ad- 
ucrſarics forgeries , or redargution of 
otherſpeacbes purpoſelie omitred;,-and 
ſuppreiled by him, | 
4. Yet meruaile not haueſo long de- The 8a 
layed this obligation I had, to cleere my F2Pi* 
ſelf, & ſatishe the intereſt I owe to truth, miſcaried, 
For the firſt Copic. ok. my anſwere fullie ried 1s an 
perfected , and addrefied to the preſſe **liood 


to Ma. 


( though ina forrayne Cpuatrie, becauſe Walker, 
that be 


the tyme permitreth not any ſuch com- may be 
moditic at home) was, as it- ofreh happes ferniobed 
neth,intercepted by the way, and the in+ band with 
rerception concealed from my knowled- _— 
ge for the ſpace of fix. whole weekes. So. 
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[-f To the Reader. 


powerfull is che aduerie faftion in beas 
ring vs downe, and qpenlic diſgracin 
ys with their calumnious libels; and j | 
vigilant and watchfull in Ropping all 
{ſible meancs we should take, to manie 
eſt our innocencie. Butſuch violent op- 
eſſion cannor ſtill continue; the Wis 
dowes tcares , the Orphans cryes will at 
length be heard ; and Chriſts afflicted. 
flocke , our ſilenced pennes,may find | 
a tyme to lay open our finceris  * 
tic, and the wrong which 
is done vs, by their 
falſe crimina- 
ei0ns , 
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A TRVE 
REPORT OF THE 


Privatc Colloquy,betweene M. Smith, 
alias Norrice ; & M, VPalker. 


i —__—__— 


M. SMITH , dlias NORRICE. 
So M. Walker ſftilth me. 


SR 1g5T then it is falſe, that I cha. 
P; 1:nged any Miniſter to diſpute : 
[ onlie yelded for the (ſatisfaction 
? of Syr William Harinzton, to, gi.e 
a meeting toany whom he ſhou'd 
bringe , Secondly , it is falſe, 
' that I was ailiſted by any more 
Prieſts then onlie one, by any more Catholikes 
then foure ; 1 for ſolemnelie conditioned at the 
beginning , that there ſhould be no more then 
five or fix perſons ar the moſt on a (ide: to the 


end the Conference might be veris ſecret , and 


B priuate, 


10 The Colloquy betyeene 
private , without concourle of people,” or noyfſe 
abroad, for feare of affoarding diſguſt yato the 
Stare, in that our quiet tyme*ot peace and conni- 
uencie. Which conditions I puntuallie obſerued, 
thovgh the Aduerlarie'was fo bold as to violate and 
infring them, both by bringing more then the ap- 
pointed number, as by publiihing alſo the whole 
diſcourſe ,,to the open view and ſight of the Re» 
alme; yet fo fraudulentlie, lo corruptlie, as for- 
ceth metothis right and vnfaygned replie. Then, 
a\rhough it ve true, that Lintreated the diſputation 
mighe be performed [weetlie, and with all mildnes, 
without bitter wordes, orreproachfull taunts; yet 
"M. Walker wade no ſuch anſ{were as he hath forged. 
in his Pamphlet. True alſo itis, that I excepted 
againſt the ynmannerlie tearmes of calling our: 
Church Whore of Babyloy,the Pope Antichrif,8 de- 
fired no fuch odious Epithetes might be vſed, now 
eſpecially whe 1t pleaſed the Kings Maieſty to ſend 
to his Holines for a diſpenſation for the mariage of 
our Noble Prince;Y et I fayd not, that his Maieſtie 


ſued to his Holines, or gaue the Pope that honours 
"The aweof reverence | bore to (o mightica Mo- 


varch did temper my tongue from viing any ſuch 
wordes,as leemed to carry the leaſt ghew of diſtaſt, 
Artlengththat we might procced more folidelie, 
and not floate vp and downe vpen vncertaynties, 
I defired we might both agree in ſome generall 
politios,or irreuocable Tenents, as grounds of our 
en{uing diſpute. Wherevpon being to proue , Thar- 


the 


M. Smith , © M. VV alker. I 
the Proteflants Church is not the true Church of Teſus 
Chri/t,nor, That it hath his truefaith , 1 demanded 
of MWalker,whether the true Church be alwayes 
vilible,or no? 


M. WALKER, 


The true Catholike Church is mo! wiſible becauſe it Yet M, 


; | . }, Rogers a. 
6/-prehendeth r:e Whole companie of the «lef7 of which mong-bl : 


the grcateft part bein? Saznts in heaucn, are Without anicles ta 


the reach of mans eye, and cannot be ſeeme » which 
this minie 
M. SMIT Hs» ſer did » 
F ; or ought 
My queſtion is not of the Church Triumphant t9 baue 
in heaven, bur of the true Catholike Church Mili- Mats 
cant vpon earth, Viffble 
Church is 
M. WALKER, a Catholike 
Church, 


Bat thus your Werdes and queſtion cohere not !oged- art, is. 
ther: forit is as abſurd to ſay ,that the Carhilike Church 
is militant oncar;h , as it is abſurd 10 afjrmc, hat all 
maniind , eden the uniucr/all race of Adam, are now 
laing. 
M. SM1TH. 

Was 5. Cyprian then abſurd, whocalled the Cyp. 1, 4; 
militant Church, united end coniozned in the union + 9+ 
and linke of Priciis adhering iogeather,The one Catho- 
lite Church ? Te commun:cate With Cornelius, the head Idem eps 
only of the milirant, was fo communicate with the Cas 5** 
tholike Charch? Was S. Auguitine abſurd, who tear- 

2 meth 
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12 The Colloquy betweene 
Aug. de meth the militant Church , whoſe communication we 
verarelig. mat hold, The Catholike Church! The mulitacChurch, 
&ap. 7: diſperſed ouer the face of the earth,The Catbo.ikChurch? 


aneres The militant Church, in hich alone cne baptiſm may 


Joan, 16 , the Sonne of God abſurd when he {ayd,01her sheepe 
'F.16 Þ hauegthat are not of this fold the alſo I muſt brine; 


they shall heare my woyce, there ſhalbe made one fold, 
& one "aftour? Who were thele ocher Sheep, but ei- 
ther Predefſtinate, or many of them atleaſt? To 
' what Fold were they brought? Without doubt to 
Chciſts viſible, to Chriſts militat,to Chriſts Cath. 
Church : for to no other would he bring them, ng 
other is his fold, no other his one , and that ſingular 
one , of which he is cliefe and ſupreme 5 40m 
FT nerfore not your inuifible , but the viſible, and 
militant is the true Catholike Churchof Ifsys 
Chriſt Neyther are the Predeſtinate , as you pre- 
tend , before they be called, mebers of his Church, 
becauſe this 1s the oracle of Truth,They are wo! of my 
foid. So much by the way-for this. Now that you 
may ceaſe your wrangling,and ſtick no longer in 
ambigut- 


M, Smith , & M. VT aſker. 13 
ambiguity of tearmes ; I tell you once agayne,that 
Iſpeake not of your Catholike, and Inuifible , but 
of that militant Church,which we are bound to 
obey,and heare; that,of whole Comm anion we ought 


to be; that, of which Chriſt ſayd, dis Eceleſie, Tell the yy, in, 
Church. What hold you of this? Is this Church vi v. 37. 


fible,or no? 
M. WALKER. 


T diſtinguiſh. That Church may be fvo ayes con- 
fldered;either in regard of her outward men,outvard au- 
ties of Chriſtianitie outWvard preaching of the Word, and 
edminiiiration of the ſacraments, and ſo it is viſible - Or 
in reſpedT of the inward eleffion,invard faith, and ſpiti- 
tual graces ,and ſo it is inuiſible, | 


UA Cathelike Gentleman. 


'  Reſerue your diſtintions , yntill you neede 
them, and now anſwere directly to the Queſtion. 


M. SM41TH-. 


Aske me any queſtion, and try whether I will 
vſe any ſuch tergiuerſation. What, is your Con- 
ſcience ſo horride, or cauſe ſo bad , as you dare ne» 
ver giue a dire&t anſwere ? 


M, WALKER 


T anſwere, as 1 beliene. 
M. SMIT He 


And doe you not belicue, what your owne 
= men 


# 5, 
NE et -_ _ 
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PV bita- 
ker ecntro 
2+. 5- C4. 
17.0 18, 


men teach concerning this poynt ? Doe they not 
teach, that the Church which we ought to heare, 
isviſible? Or may we heare an inwftble? Noth nor 
D.W##takey define it by theſe markes,to wit , by the 
tre preachin 0, the vord; and the irue adminiſtzaiion 
of the Sacraments? And although he addeth that the 
whole Eſſence of the Church confiſteth in them; 
yet he ſayth , that theſe markes ſignihe, and denote 
a viſible Church. Now, doe not you belicue as he 
doth ? Or are you afrayd to confefſe that Church 
to be viſible which he confefſeth ? Man conbterh 
of an inuiſible eſſence, yer 13 a vilible man : ſo the 
Church may haue ſome inniſtble dowries, yet be 
a vilible Church. 


M. WALKER, 


TiaWrozge D. Whitaker : He neacr !1auzht that 
the Whote Eſſence of the Church conſifted in the trae 
peaching of the ord ,and adminiſtration of Sacraments, 


M. SM1TH. 


I wrong him not ; Heteacheth, writech,and di. 
uulgeth it in print; though you wrong both your 
ſelf and vs, in making theſe digreflions , and Pice 
king euery occaſion to run from the matter. : 


M. WALKER. 


Dave you ft end to this, that WM. Whitzhey writeth 
it? I haueh th read bim ,and Xadied him , I am ſure 
be hath aC ſuch matt.r. 

M. 


M.' Smith ,  M. VV alker. 
M., SMITH, 


His bookes are extant: you ſtudied the ſlerghg- 
ly, or vaderſtood them nor. I am ſure he hath it» 


M. WALKER, 


Becauſe 1 Wil mot ſpend tyme in conteſting Vith See how 
you, let this be the iſſue before theſe Gentlemen: let ws © _— 
fend for D. W hitakers wories and if 1 doe not they that | 
he doth prowe again B-lluymine , that the Catholike from his 
Church i« imuiſtble co that this is a mayne poin' large 0 ne ex- 
lie diſputed by him , and a mayne comtrouerſieb-tv-eene , Fi; £0) 
him «nd Belaimiae, let me branded With themarke of 4 D. Whis« 


Blfull liar. takers 


exprefſe 


M. SMITM wordes , 
who ſays 


Will you ſtill fly to the ambuſh of your hidden eth : 
Church ? Shall I neuer bring you 1nto the open L#«/#0 
field? Hane I not ſufficiently 1nculcated vnto you, vac 5. 
that my queſtion 1s of the Church now militant on «iſbilis 
earth;of that Church which we ought zo heare,and Ecclfie 
obey: of that w hich M.F/6:taker delcribeth by the —_ 
marks before mentioned; of that which your ſelte ispot of 
diſtinguished co be partly viſible,partly inuifible ? the marks 
And run you now back againe to your caunterfait ©: 00 
Catholike, and wholy inuitibleChurch? Are you lo-Caucch, 
ſodainly diſtracted of your wits,as not only to for= 
get what I had {ayd,but what your felte had writ= 
ten immediaily before? Yet perhaps 1 may mis 
ſtaks ; It proceeded not {o much from the gid- 
dines 


"5 


16 — The Colloquy betweene 
dines of your braine , as from the guiltines of your 
colcience;which miſtruſting the yaine & vnadui» 
ſed chalengeyourmade, would now like a cunning 
Cheater, by foyſting intheſe words guilefullie,qt- 
uertit to a quitecotrary purpoſe. For [ neuer denied 
that M. Whitaker forgeth an inuifible Catholique 

Centro. 2. Church ; but 1'fo often canuaſed you fro ſtraying 

t F _ thither, as comon f(cnfe might have taught you to 

& cap.'r, keep on your way, & ſtad to your rackling in man- 

Nos n* taining thequarrell, or faucie exception you tooke 

RT againſt me, for {aying that M. F>:taker placed the 

ſed veras Whole effence of the Church in the true preaching 

certaſque of the Word, and true adminiſtration of the Sacra» 
meter Vf” ments. This was that which then 1 ſayd. Againſt 
fie que- Which you conteſted as before: your words, tode- 
rh, liver the conteſtation truly as 1: was, I muſt in part 
repeate againe, leauing out that counterfait paſſage 
which you of meer fraud fo treacheroully inſerr, , 
| M. WALKER. 

Well ! am content to make this the wery iſſue of 
onr meeting: And if M Whitaker affirme any ſuch 
thing , let me be branded with the marke of a willful 
liar, impoitor ,and falſe Prephet. Eur if 1 fhew the cotra- 
ry out of his ovne Writings , then ſba'l you cafe(ſe your 
ſelfe a forger, a falſifier, an impoſtor, & a I'rie# of Baal. 
The gentlemen all confeſſed this vas faire play,c deſi- 
red 1t mieht be ſve. Wherupon M.Smith(as M, Walker 
writeth began to dre backe & ſbewved himſelfe vityil- 

ling, & much aſſraidto hazard his credit [0 quickly ,&+ 

World gladly bane left this poynt ch fallen into another. 

| AJ 


M, Smith , & M.VValker. 17 
M. SMITHs« 


How little I was affraid to hazard my credit 

in that matter , the ſtanders by at that tyme can 
witneſſe ; and the euidences 1 am now to bring out 

of M. Whitaker ſhall manifeſtly declare: for he ſup 
poling, that whereſoeuer the Word is trulie prea- 

ched, there it is heard, there it is belieued, and con- 

ſerued, and there it frudtiheth in the hearts of ſome; ;-py;,.z 
exprefly auerreth of the markes afore mentioned , in reſpon, 
I. We aſcribe theſe proper: ies to the Church, which com- 943. 74ts 
priſe the true nature of the Church, Whoſe preſence mate _ 
the Church , and their abſence marre , or deftroy the 

Church . But if they comprehend the true nature of 

the Church, without which it cannot ſtand; they 
contayne not the accidenrall , but the eſſentiall na- 

ture. If the eſſentiall Nature, theefſence: yfthe 
efſence,the whole eſſence, becauſe it is indiuiſible; 

they muſt comprehed it whole,or not at all; it can- 

not be comprehended in part, becauſe it hath no 

parts. 2. He teacheth that the pure preaching of the PP kink 
Word , & thecauſe of the Church &c. Then, as the -gntro, + 
eauſe produceth hereffe, ſo truth doth conflitute the 1-5: cap. 
Charch,and i cauſe therof.Behides he often afticmerh 17: "3 | 
that, though this cauſe be more hidden to vs , yet it is ee 
wore knovne in nature, more knowne in it ſelfe then profe t 
the Church: where he yndoubredly ſpeaketh nor of ©< #*s 


Veritas 


the efficient, but of the formall cauſe. And who is web Gig 


ſo meane a ſtudent,as not to knowe, that the for- conſtunic 


mall cauſe of a thing , is the chacte, principall , and 14" 
oO SLIT. et, 


formall 
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tormall eſſence of that, whoſe caule it is. 3 .D.JYbz- 
taker holdeth that to be the eſſence of the Church 
which he doth comprehend in the definition of the 
Church / as you very impertinently vrge againſt 
me;) and yet the deſcripticn he maketh by theſe 
markes I now handle, he plainly tearmeth a deft= 
twp nition of the Church,in his anſwere to M. Campian 
jak "Cap, ſaying : This definition engendred in the natine, and 
Hanctu invard principles of the thing it ſelfe , Which ee define, 
fefinit19® 2,08 ſhalt newer be able to owerthrow. Againe in ano- 
nem im na- , 

tivis ip» ther place ſpeaking of the ſame markes he ſayeth 
fius rei Thoſe things which define, thoſe denote, and ſignifie the 
quam de Church &c. $0 what a Horſe What a Lion,What an E4- 
_ ele ,bytheir definition it is knoyne: Therfore as the 
Ccntrou, definition of an Horſe,of a Lion, of an Eagle con- 
3+9- 5-4 tayne their whole eſſence ; fo the aforſayd marks 
oe which define the Church, contayne the whole eſ- 
ea deno» ſence and nature of the Church. By theſe three Ar- 
rant Ec puments fo ſtronge, as M. Walker is not able to an- 
_— {werethem , ſo cleere, as he cannot delude them; 
quid fie the truth of my aflertion is irreproueably confir- 
Equus, m:d , & he by his ownechalleng and engagement, 
quila ex 15 9penly conuinced to be a wilfull liar, a forger, an 
definitione impoſtor , a falſe prophet, and a Prieſt of Baal : for 
elcuur, (ſuch he muſt be chronicled, for ſuch entitled; and 
whatſoever heerafter he ſhall ſay or write, with 
that note of infamie , muſt be all diſcarded . Euen 
_ 15 that which heere he writeth 1immediatly 
after. 


M, 


| 


- OS nn. on 


M. Smith ,4 M. VPalker, 
M. WALKER, 
Gentlemen it is true that D. Whitaker maintaines, 
that the Word irulie preached , and the Sacraments 
riehtly adminiftred ave the certaine and infallible notes, 
an markes , by Which enery true particular Church 
way be diſcerned to be Chrifts true Church; and you 
know that the markes of a thinge differ from the eſſence 
and ſubAnce of it ; as the ſiqne hanzin? at the dore of 
a Tauerne , dijjers from the Taverne it ſeife : and the 
habit andcowle of a Monie, or Friar, which is the marke 
of his Order , differs from the Monke himſelfe re . 
M, SMITH. 
Where were your wits , where was your iudg2 
ment , where the reading of you Cantabrigian 
Profeſſors, when you wrote this at randome of 
their dorine? For the ſhhgne of a Taverne,the habic 
of a monke,are ou vard & extrinſecall ſignes;thoſs 
of M.Whitalers oces & interna'l:yours only kuoWne 
po the eye of ſeſe,h1s 20 the vnderſt2din? & eye of faith: vo, 17 
yours ſeparable his altogeather inſeparable:yours way q.z.c, 18, 
be changed or taken away without hurt or annoi- 
ance of the ſubies they deſigne, his cannot be re- 
moued without deſtruQtion of the Church : yours 
are not ſo much as accidenrall qualities, originallie pry So 
{pringing from theelſence of the things, but yolun- 15s nos 


tary l1znes inſticuted ( as the Logitians ſay) to ſ1g- Ecclgge 
Vert) 5114s 


I9 


nifie , atthe will only and pleaſure of man ; 2M. _— 

Whritakers are moſt true, and ( as he calleththem) ;,.,2z, 

Sr1uTus , proprictates, eſſential properties, eſentiall mar- prepues 
fes ofſe de» 


hes eraftedin the aan 7 f the Church it je L Pay ny 


Tt is the 


ſecon lof 


þ's 6 Con- 


cl:iftns 
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ſo little conuerſant are you in the monuments of 
your Maiſter,Bz{1des, you do not only write thus 
oppoſit vnto him , but moſt childiſhly alfo contra« 
dit your ſelf , tearming theſe notes of M. Whitaker, 
certaine and infallible,and yet comparing them with 
mutable and vncertaine ſ1gnes , which only fight« 
fie at mans'appoyntment. For an Iuye-buſh is not 
alwaics an infallible figne of a Tauerne, nor th6 
habit of a Friar an infallible markeof him; as the 
Fragicall murders ; which no Friars , but bloudy 
Homicides haue committed in Friars weedes , and 
many other Comedies can tell you. But becauſe 
you are ſo ignorant, as not to knowe your {clfe, 
what to ſay ,or what your owne men teach con- 
cerning this poynt; let me examine you about an« 
other , touching the Infallibilitie of the Church, 
What hold you ? May the whole militant Churgh 
on cartherre,or noe ? 


M. WALKER, , 

This is acaptious and ambizuous queſtion ,c> tanyet 

dire@Uy in owe word, nega: ue or affirmarine be anſye- 
red Unto . 


M. SMITH, 


No ? D. Reynolds anſwereth affirmatively , that 
it may erre;This 1s one of his Theſes publickly de- 
fended in the Vniuerſitie of Oxford ; but you thinke 


printed at all things captious , becauſe you are ſet to cauill, 
the end of 
his Confe< 
Tanice, 


. 


hand, 


M- 


FA 


and willing todecline the diſputation we haue in -.- 


F% 


M. Smith , © M. PPaller. £7 


M. WALKZR. 


Nay 1 / 1 it is captions and ambiguous becauſe is 
ſome re(pe 7 it may ere,im ovhers it cannot. If we conſi- 
der it 11c0 dis; 80 her Militancie,Veaines and Imper- 
fettions of en who are lars; ſo wee trube (ay it may 
erre If ye con{ider it according ts the direflion of Gods 
holy Spirit, the aſſiance of Chrit , his Prophets and 
Apoitles as it is guyded by their doitrine , leaneth cloſe 
fo the Scripture ,and ſwaracth aot from them; ſoe long 
we teach that it is tnfallib'e, and cannot erre- 


M. SMITH» 


But thus euerie Hereticall Aſſemblie is alſo in Proteſiit 
fallible. Thus the Iewes, Turkes, Infidels, & Duwuells = cha« 
themſelues are infallible; for as long as any of theſe pas. 
cloſely adhere ro the word of God , are guided by raynty 
his doctrine, and follow his direction z ſo long they _ all 
cannoterre, And what? hath your Church no more _—_ 
priuile-ige, or freedome from errour, then Iewes, baue do: 


then Turkes, then Duels ? DCs 


M. WALKER. 


Tes, becan'e lries, and Turkes adhere not to the 
bard of God,they follow not the trath , ve doe « 


M. SMITH» 


Doe you, becauſe you ſay you doe? Will not 
they ſay the ſame, & haue as good warrant as you? 
But how Shall ws know you follow the cruch ? 

GC 3 what 


— 


22 The Colloquy betweene 
what proofs alleage you? To chaleng itthus with- 
out proofes, (ecing 1t 15 the matter controuerted 
between vs, 1s Petere principinm; that 15 , miſerably 
to begge the argument we handle , or to giue that 
for a reaſon which 1s only in queſtion : both moſt 
ridiculous, and hifſed out of all (chooles. Therfore 
M. Walker was {o wary , as to conceale in his Sume 
this inference of mine ,and the foolish reply, or 
deſperate Non-p/ns of his. Moreouer, to lay your 
Church cannot erre, as it cleaueth cloſe to Gods Word, 
ſpeaketh and tracheth atcording to 11,07 4s long a1 it 
Their ri- ſparueth not from thenceis nothing els the to auouch 
_— ( though in other wordes ) that it cannoterre, as 1t 
gniwere , 
that they Cleaueth to truth, ſpeaketh and teacheth according 
cannot totruth; or that it cannot erre, as long as it erreth 
I. - not: which is as idle as the former was fooliſh;be- 
hes cauſe to adhere to Gods word , 15 to adhere to the 
ſpeake truth;toſwarue from thence, 1s to runne into er- 
true &< rour. So that this anſwere is nothing to the pur= 
pole,no way able toſatishe my demand: for by af- 
king of you, Whether your Church may erre or no, 
I demaund,whether it be ſo afliſted by God , and 
REN by his holy ſpirit,as it muſt needs cleaue to 
is word, ttcannotdepartfromit indelivering any 
point of faith? What anſwere you to this , is your 
Church thus inercable,or no ? 


M. WALKER. 


' 1 3auetold you alreadie how it may erre , and how 
it Ay not. 


M. 


M. Smith , & M.VPalker, 2x 


M. SMITH. 
And I have refuted what you ſayed. If you 


haue nothing els to anſwere to my Interrogatories; 
anſwere me alittle ro a Syllogiſme, or two I shall 
propoſe; by which I meane to proue , euen by this 
which you have graunted , that the Proteſtants 
Church of England , is not the true Church of 
Izs vs Chriſt. And thus Iframe my argument. 

That Church which hath not the word of God 
trulie preached,and infallibly delinered,is not 
the true Church of Its vs Chriſt. 

But the Proteſtant Church of England , hath 
not the word of God trulie preached, and in» 
fallibly delivered. 

Therfore , it is not the true Church of Iftsvs 
Chriſt, 


M. WALKER, 
1 demie the Minor. 


M. SMITH, 


I proue the Minor. 

The word of God preachedin the Church of 
England is corrupted with errours, and the 
men that deluer it, are ſupiet to errours, 

Therfore the Church of England hath not the 
word of God truly preached , and infallibly 
deliuered, th 


M. 


The colloquy betweens 


M. WALKXE® 
1 deny the Antecedent. 
M. SMt1TH-. 


The Antecedent hath two parts, the firſt of 

them I declare by 1nduRion. Malachy 2. v.7.whers 

om firſt a1l true copies haue; The ljpp-s of 8c Pricit shall krepe 
tion of knowledge, and the law they shak 1equirc of 915 months 
the Prc& you corruptly reade; The lizzes of ihe itizji should 
nor ne keepe knowledge, and they ſhould require 8he /a of 
n—_ #7 his mouth, contrary to the Hebrew text, which in« 
euinced, Reed of 5þ1// krepe , hath Tiſmrw, 1nficed of (hall 
ſeeke, Iebakieſn z contrary to the Greeks 9v2«himy 

and i«4ur4-v591 , contrary the Latine which 15 c: fg- 
dicnt,and requirent , all being of the Future tenſe, 

and Indicatiue moode; which you haue changed 

into the PreterimperfeRenſe of the Optatiue, or 
Subtunctiue moode; altering therin both moode 

and tenſe of ſet purpoſe, to gainſay the infallibility 

of Chriſts viſible paſtours, who lawfully ſucceed 

in the Apoſtles roome; and to patronage anerrour, 

or rather Hereſy of your owne, That the Prieſts & 

Prelats of Gods Church may erre in doctrine; and 

ſo the peaple not bound to require thelaw at their 


mouthes, 


?4 


M. WALKER, 


We haue wot corrupted the Eel vow revt , ferthe 

Irue meaning of the Hely Ghoſt is per/edlly welinered by 
our Trarſlaiion. 
| M. 


M. Smith,  M. VValker, 25 


M. SMITH. 


Bat anſwere me diretly. Are not the Hebrew, In which 
Greeke, and Latin wordes all in the future Tenſe ? _ _ 
Do they not all import, sha{ keepe,andshall require? Rs os 
And haue not you altered both the tenſe ,, and mood & 


moode ? Is it not ſo? what ſay you ? renle 
written 
M. WALXER, by Gods 


Though th: x ordes be in the future tenſe , yet ee 
have kept the true ſenſe , becauſe the future tenſe in 
Hebrew by reaſon of vau converſiuum, mey ſometime 
Hand for the j reterimperfetT tenſe of th: Optatize . Po- 
tential, 0: Subinntliue r.001e,49 our translation hath; 
therfore it is not difſerent , nor irrezul.r from tie Hes 
b. ev which is the Uriginall. : 


M. SMITAMA-. 


Burt this is a meere colluſion , for keere is no 

Vas conuerſiuum in that place , nor can there be, as 
all that are cunninge in the Hebrew can tell; fo 
that this ſhift will not ſerue your turne; nor that 
other of keeping the ſenſe. For 1 accuſe you of cor- 
rupting the text : Butto alterthe tenſe, to alter 
the mode, to alter the word of the Holy Ghoſt, 
is to corrupt the text, tochange the divine chara- 
Qers written by the finger of God: Therfare your 
Tranf]ation is guilty of this change, and corrup- 
tion. Otherwiſe if adulterers of Scripture, may 
iudge of the ſenſe, where ſhall you find any adulre- 
D ration ? 


Ifa, $9, 

V. vt. 
Luc, to.V. 
76' 
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ration? what Heretike can be conuinced of corrap- 
tio?For aske the Arians,alke the Yal:ntinians, aske 
AMarcion , who for paring , or gnawing away ma- 
ny places of Gods word, was called cM us- Porticus, 
the moule of Pontus , aske any of theſe Corruprters; 
they will all an{were, they keep the ſenſe , & bring 
as ſound arguments, as you do,for che maintenance 
therof : for {ychis your proofe. 


M. WALKER. 


It vas nener the purpoſe of Gods ſpirit in that place, 
or by th:ſe wordes 10 teach, tha; te ax ſhould awayes be 
taurhi truly, and infall.b'y by the Priefts, and Paitrars, 
who ſucie 4 Moyſes,or th: 4poſil.s lially, inflechurch 
by ac: ntinu:d ſuction. | 


M. SMITH. 


Heere againe you fall to Petzre principivm; for 
we proue, 1t was his purpoſe , becaule his wordes 
enforceit, And haue you no other meanes todif. 
proue it then by denying it was his purpoſe,becau- 
ſe he did nzuer purpoſe tt? And why did he never 
purpoſe it? Becaule is not agreable to the purpoſe 
of your Hereticall phrenfie : Though it be conſo- 
nat & agreabls to Gods ſacred doArine, vitered, 8& 
yafolded in divers other places, as when he fayeth, 
that his ſpirit his Wordes ſhal not depart out of the mouth 
of his Prop vets ,4n1thtir ſeede, and ſeeds feed: for ener. 
That, he who hear-:th the Paſtours of the Church , heas 
reth hin; That, if any controucrſy ariſe amoneſt inferi- 
OUTS 


M, Smith, & M.VValker. *25 


furs they (hull come to the Pri. ſts of the Leniticall Hocke, Deut. r7i 
#nd dv whatſ:eaer they 5hall teach accord m7 torhelaw. 5 & He 
It is conſonant to theſe texts, and ſundry the like; to givers o« 
which your tranſlation being difſonant, it nzuſt ther paſ- 
necdes be, not only a corruption of the text, but a loges, 

deprauation alſo of the ſenſe of the Holy Ghoſt. 1 heer 6+ 


it 
M. WALKER» 1 tive 

That canmot be the ſenſe, becauſe the Priefls , vnt0 ah. dif. 
whome the Prophet ſpeaketh there in the 2. of Malachy, culledin 
wire Lewites, and [ucceded Airon in ihe Priefthood,and jr gr "ay 
get they were departed out of the Yay ; they cauſed many md. chap, 
#0 fall in the law by their corrupt eloſſe; and their abuſe of 1. 3. & 66 
the conenant of Leui ef. Tea ſome of them had ſacrifi 
64 to Idols, as Tolephus sheweth in bis hiſtory. 


M. SMITH, 


.As though it were neceſſary for al Prieſts that 
haue lawfvull calling to be free from errour? or ſuch 
| asarefenſed from erring in fayth, ſhould neuer be 
able toſtumble in their lives? It is inongh for the 
infalibility of Chriſts Spoule , that the high Prieſt , 
and his Conliſtory, that the head of the Church, & 
her generall Councels be inerrable. It is inough 
that God doth preſerue his truth in the mouthes of 
vicious , and wicked men; as in the mouthes of 
Scribes , and Phariſies , when they ſate on Moy/es 
his Chaire ; as the guift of propheſie in Cijap/as, of 
whom S. 1ohn recordeth , that he prophelied , be- 
cauſe he was high Prieſt of that yeare . See# they 

D 2 ” 1» FRO 
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Poex.nr.v. (ſayth $, Chryloſtome) hor great the poiver of Port's 
Sf fic1ll authority 11? Gr-6e (nl; tot hed tie mouth , but 
* mot ihe (ewld, and willanous art. And $, Auruftieot 
in loan. naughty paſtours auouchneth; Will 1hty, nil :hey & 0+ 
Aug lee rhey $val (p ake 8% Words of Cod; by realon of the 
RITES promiſe, which heere, and els where he hath made 


10, 
Velint, them. 
—_— M. WALKER, 
oresver- : x 
ba Dei God did not make he: re a promiſe, but cave a come 


dituti mandemert , teachin? 1. hat the Priefs andp. ple choull 
ſunt>0" d, andoug8 8040; like that, Thos 5/alt have no 08.07 
Exod, 20s Gods but nie- 


M. SMITH» 


In reſpe& of the people, I grant it is a Com- 
mandement of God, that they ought tolearne, and 
require the law from the mouthes of the Prieſts, 
And I wonder how you preſume toinfring this c6- 
maundement, by ſending them from their publick 
yYoices,to your ſecret ſpirits,or hidden perſwaſions, 
Then by your owne cofeſlion (becauſe it is the c6- 
maundement, and Precept of God, which the peo 
op you write, ought to obey) it muſt needes fol- 

ow, that his Priefts haue his infallible promiſe and 
affurance of truth z otherwiſe the people could 
not with ſecurity repayre vnto them, otherwiſe 
they might erre, and bo deluded by them in matters 
of fayth, they might be fruſtrated of their hope, 8& 
forfeite their ſaluation, euen by following the ex- 
prefie will, and commaundement of God , which 
with= 


ou 


CCECC— _ 


M. Smith , 0 M.VValker, 2g 
without open blaſphemy cannot be auerred . The 
ſame 15 maniteltly declared by the reaſon the Holy 
Ghoſt afligneth , why the lippes of the Prieſt ſhall 
keepe knowledge , terauſe he w the CAngell of t'e 
Lerd of Hojtes. H' us called\lanth S. Cyrill) ;he Auget/ 


but eren the ſa ne he rec-iwegof God. S. Chryloſtome: 


The Prie'! i the Angell of our L116 he ſpeaketh nothing 
of him ſelfe: if thon deſpiſe , thu deſpiſeit not him , but 
Ged, Moreouer,it this were only a commaundemet 
given to Prieſts by way of direAion what they 
ſhould do; why did not your Tranſlation expreſſe it 
' according to the Hebrew 1n the fucure tele, as they 
did other Commaundements; Thou 5ha't ane n1 6- 
ther Gods but we : Thou sh«lt uit [te ile: Then shalt not 
commit adultery &c? Surely their conſcience gaus 
them, that {omething more was heere owed | or 
els they would neuer hane altered the moode , and 
tenſe; they would neuer haue bin more affrayde of 
tranſlating this commaundement truly, agreable to 
the Originall, then they were of others . This chi= 
e, this alteration , pleadeth them guilty ; for let the 
22 be what it will; ( chough I haue euidently de- 
monſtrated ittobeas we teach; ) | 
Either the Holy Ghoſt knew better then Pro- 
teſtants, what tenſe he ſhould vſe , ro expreſle that 
ſenſe, or they better then he. Did they know better? 
w detcſtable is their blaſphemy, in aſcribing 


Malec. ; 
Þ-7, 
| 'S'" Cyril, 
he Lord of Hoes, becauſe ve aelinereth un'ome the —_ 4 


Oracies of :0d , 1ddin? nothing , nv tharaxing nothing, Chryſ. .in 


ad Tis 
6, 


Exod, 26+ 


more knowledge to men the to God ! Did he know * 


D 3 better 


30 The Colloquy betweene 

A Jitem+ better ? O how duwclizth was their arrogancy”, in 

ma voan* preſuming to alter the Tenle oracled by the Holy 

ſwerdble. (1, which he knew to be beſt , knew to be moſt 

fit , for the explication of his meaning! Thus is ſuch 

a horned argument, or ynauoidable gj/ermma, as nei- 

ther 2M. Walker , nor any other Miniſter 1s able to 

an{were. 

Another corruption though more cunningly 

conueyed, is diſcovered in the 4. of Dariel v. 24 or 

The ſe 2, where the Engliſh Bible hath , Breake off thy ſin» 

a by riehteouſnes 6. inſteed of Redreme 1hou thy 
ruption __ - TT vhs uy 

exami- ſinnes V13h Ames; For in the Latine itis Redime, in 

ned , and Greeke 2i7e#*0», in Hebrew , inrather in the Chal- 

—_ deak it 1s Peruc, of Perac the roote , which alſo bg+ 

an nifieth to Redeeme, 


M., WALXER» 


That tranſlation « ſenſcles, and againſt all reaſon; 
for God meer appoynied that mens finn.s ſhould be re« 
deemed. 

M. SMITH- | 

Your proofe indeed is without ſenſe, or rea- 
ſon - itis that idle Pezjtio principy, of which you 
have bin often accuſed, yet for meere want of wit 
can neuer auoid . Haue you no better ſtuffe to ab 


leadge then this? 
| M. WALXER- 


Ter, if you vnderiand, that Nabuchodenoz or 4 
Vi. ked 


M. Smith ,  M. VPalkey. Ti 
wicked Heathen King ſhonla by his owne righteouſnes-- 
redeemse hinſeife fron his ſinnes , you make Danicl 4 
teacher of Hereſie , and blaſphemic. 


M. SMI TH- 


You are ſpitefully beat ſtil to wrangle, or els 

you muſt needes know I vnderftand it not of his 
ownerighteouſnes. For Daniell exhorteth him to 
frequent almeſdezdes, which firſt by way of con- 

ruity might procure Gods fauour , and after de- 
ES redeeme , or fatisfie for the puniſhment of 
his ranes. Which is a heauenly point of fayth, in- \ 
culcated againe by the Holy Ghoſt in the Prouerbs, 
By mercy, an1 truth iniquity ts redeemed, or purged, as Prout, 
your owne Bible readeth: though that which fol- © 2% V6; 
loweth in your Pamphler be a molt horrible, and || 1 
monſtrous ſlaunder ,that Papts goe on in knowne ter in bis 
 ſinne,in hope of abſolution by confeſsion, and pennance; printed 
when we conſtantly teach , that neither of them ſumme 
can auaile, without deteſtation of finne, and full {5,7 
purpoſe of amendement. To this ſlaunder 15 ioyned 
another of his notable leafinges , reporting meto 
haue ſayd, that Peruc fignihies only #9 redeem; 
wheras I confeſſed at the beginning, that it ſigni- 
fied ro drAroy , redeeme , breake inpeeces , breake a/un- 
der, but neuer #0 ceaſe ro doegor breake off a worke, as 
theirtranſlation runneth, 


Syr Edvard Harwood. 
Well , if the word d'th import, #0 breaie it fone 
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and we have.to breake oft thn we thinkes the differrce 
ſeemes but ſen1ll, This was that he ſpake : but he 
ſfayd not, as M.# {ker outfacingly belyeth him, 
that M. Smith bad faylied much in h1s pr:ofe: he was +}, 
of a more mild , and generous diſpotition, the euer 
to lerfall any ſuch ſpeach, 

M. SMITH- 

The leſſe the difference may ſeeme,, the more 
pernicious f itiarre , as this doth, fro the harmony 
of Fayth: for the word in his native (eſe betokneth 
ſuch 4 breaking as hateth, deſtroyeth,& quite extin- 
guiſheth the thing it cruſheth , or breaketh a ſun- 
der : Soit fignifieth in thoſe very places which M 

Exed, yt, Fatker alleadgeth , Breake off che golden tar ngs Oc: 

V. 2, to wit , with aboliſhing , with deſtroying them to 
that , & changing ther to another vſe., And much 
more in Geneſis, where it is not , as he moſt fraudu- 
lently corrupteth it , Thou [ha't breake off bis yole &5c+ 

oo *7* but as the jr Tranſlats _ "Thos ſhale 
bre ute his yoke from off thy neck . So that Peruc, breake, 
is referred tothe Yoke, as before to the Earings;z 
(off)15 added by phraſe of ſpeach.Likewife the very 
tearme of yo/e declareth how he was to breake it off 
a5 a comberſome, and hatefull burden , with difliks 
and deteſtation , to be eaſed of the ſame. Noſuch 
manner of ſpeach is vſuall in the place we handle, 
and the ca(c it (clfe is far otherwiſe. For a m4 may 
breake off, or interrupt a buſines for a tyme, which 
he liketh , approoueth, and meaneth after, when 
opportunity {erueth, to proſecute , and accom- 


pliſh 
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pliſh. Therfore though your English Coppy bea- 
reth che ſound of a {mall corruption , yet the trea+ 
chery is great, and deprauation moſt viperous ; be= 
caule it taketh away all reference to the demoli- 
tion,redemption,and expiation of finnes , by fatil- 
factory workes of Pennance, and Almes-deedes; 
which the true meaning of the word enforceth, 
* and the Holy Ghoſt therby intended. To conclude, 
if the Hebrew word had bin doubttull, as it is not; 
then the Ociginalls of Greeke, and Latine, might 
hauedireted you , without ſceking a new lenſe, 
and faygned ſhgnification of your owne « 


Syr Edward Harwood, and M. Walker. 


N of /o, for we haue not bing #1 doe With the G reeke, 
and Latin text they are bot/; corrupted. 


M, SMITH. 


Andis not the Hebrew alſo corrupted , eſpe- 
cially of late, fince the addition of the pricks? This 
was the true occaſion of excepting againſt the He- 
brew text;no other was the exception,no other my | 
baſeeſtimation or reie 410n of it: Though M.Walker FF alk.in 
hath ſo bad a conſcience, as to miſreport them all, gf," 
and fo virulenta pen, as ypon. his owne lying Ie- pag. zz, 
port,to accuſe me , of vanity, inconſtancy malice, 
wickednes ,ionned vith viigull ignorance. But thele are 
mild, and modeſt wordes 1n reſpect of other moſt 
opprobrious ſpeaches,and ſpitefull rearmes,which 


elswhere low from the bitternes of his hart : to 
E which 
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which I now an{were once for all Th: diſciple it not 
Matth;to, 4hone his Mai[er, nor the Seruant aboxe his -L or1: 1 
V. 24+ 25+ they hane called the Good man | the howſe Beelzebub, 
how much more them of his houshold? It is no diſhonor 
for me to be reuiled with the ſeruants of his houſe, 
If it be no ignominie for M. Walker to be one of 
their Reuilers, Howbeit , as ſoone as he had diſs 
gorged thole yaciul tearmes , he peremptorily 
writeth. 


M. WALKER. 


It is the iudament of all the beſt learned, oth Ie 
Helias Le. #5 Robbins and: Chriſtians that the pricks ,vowells , & 
wita im Accents were from the beginnin? « 
Fraſer, *' > DE 


Maſſoreth; M. SMITH. 
Rabbi Da- 


widK imki What ? Of all the beſt learned ? Little is your 
in FO reading, or great is. your forgetfulnes : for the beſt 
— learned without exception lay the Eqn'rary; as,not 
pliimo, Only Heljas Leuita , but Rabbi Dauid K imki, whoime 
Genebrar,” Caluin,and Beza much commend; and divers other 
Ho /, Rabbins areof the ſame opinion,cited by Galatinus, 
Ad an 476 who euidetly proueth this point out of their owne 
Linden. de writings : with whome Genebrard,, Lindan , Sixtss 
np >" Senenſis, Arias Montanus , and innumerable others 
Senenſs ACCord : The wordes of Arias cMontanus be theſe: 
l,g-ber. The Grammarians frine about the antiquity, and firſt 
gp Ari zuuenters of theſe vowels anapricks and the ſtrife as yet 
in Prafa, 1emaynerh in debate : Some referring this thing to the 


ad biblias 198, and induitry of Efdras; others 10 the Schoole at 
Tibe. 
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Tiberiades /amons 07 the reſort ani meeting of learned Vivt hoe 
men.: Hovſoeuer 151146, t14t is conflant and certayne habeat, 
(all / ; illud ome 
amonz/t all, the Invention 0, tht v9Vvel s, pricks , n0ft to nibus in 
be of equall ſtarding ; and antiquity with the Hebrew conſtarti, 


Conſonants. Lo then this 15 conſtant ;and'certayne <ntchue 
is eſt, VOCAs 


amonglt = | lium,nce 


M. WALKER, tarum in« 
nentio. 


But looke Denteronomy t: 17.49.18, and there it & nem con 
plainly teſtifi d, that there yas a booke of the lap called _ 
Mis hne, x 44. h ſienified dovble, becauſe it Was the law hraicis 
nr:ttew in tle doubl: forme, both wit) Krters , and minims 


þ elle coe. 
pricks . quan, 


Another Prief , M. Smiths Companion, 


You $hew your ſelfe very ignorant, for Mie Ke was 
doth not ſignifie in that place the Originall Scri- th. aying, 
ptures,nor holy.Scriptures at all:but the depoſition yy 32.1. 
or repetition of the Original, and prime law con- ker ſer. 
teyned in Exodus, Leniticus, and Numeri, which are -—— I 
only part of che Scripture called Deateronominm , as (, , 52" 
S. Athanaſins,S ,Aunuitine, and Theodoretus witnes. it, 
Now to ſay, that the whole Scripture is called by Athanaf, 
the name of cMishne,is as ablurd , as to mantayne —_—_ 
that che whole Scripture is called Dexteronomy. And 49,Theod, 
out of that bare word Mijshpe to inferre , the Scri- # Deus | 
ptures to haue beene primarily writte with pricks, 70:46 
15 moſt ridiculous , becauſe euen in the place you ge r.pide 
cite,it 1s as much diſtinguished from the firſt and ſp. Duns 
primary Scripture, as a coppy from the original, a PO 

2 patterne 


vpon 
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atterne from the Proto: ypon , and is expounded 
toyned with Tho74), a doubled,or ſecond Law . 


M. WALKER» 


\ 


YT ou contradit your ſelfe.in affirning that Mishne *: 


fienifieth the doubled lay , which is the Scripture , and 
yet not the originall Scriptare, 


. M. Smiths Companion. 


No good-Sir, It is no more a contradiQtion to 
deny cMishne Thorah, or Deuteronomy to import 
the Scripture indeterminately, and yet to graunt it 
to bea part of the Scripture;then to deny you to be 
a true Miniſter of Chriſt, and yer to graunt you to 
bea Miniſter : for Mickra indeed is the common 
word, by which the ewes expreſle the Scripture, 


M. WALKER. 


I anſvrve, that the Scripture hath diners names, il 
8s called Thorah , Chethab, Miclra, ani Mithne « 


M. Smiths Companion. 


Are notyou ashamed,after the labour of ſo 
many months ſtudy to write ſo impertinently; for 
Thorah fignifieth only part of the Scripture,or Pen- 
tatench, Chethab any writing; as EFher.8. v. 8. the 
kings letter is called Chethab : & as for Mishne,you 
alledge notext, or teſtimony to prooue that it be- 
tokenerth the Scripture. But ſee Pagnine,and you 
ſhal find that the word never expreſſeth any Scri- 
pturs 


=_ -- 100 O02 WIE 4 AE I rn ene Ee * > — 
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pture at all , but with the word Thoreh,as AMiirbne 
Th:rah , it betokeneth a repetition , or ſecond law, 
a5 Dewutero. t7. 18. Ioſue 8.26, But where Thoyab is 
left out,it ſignifieth only the ſecond. Looke Eithey 
IO. 3+4. Reg. 2%. Vs 14.ibid.s. 23. v. 4. and fo M. 
Walker bewrayeth his little skill in Rabbins , who 
though he flourisheth jn his writing with the mu«- 
ſer of ſome of theyr names, and Commentariesz 
yet he could not remember at the meeting, to citg 
any one of their authorities, 


M, SMITH, 


Thus you ſee cM. Walker, how you wil be al- 
wayes flinching from the matter , though you be 
ſtill beaten backe to your owne ſhame and confu- 
ſion. To returne therforefrom whence we are di= 
greſſed.If the Greek , and Latin be adulterated in 
the former place of Daniel, the Hebrew is alike 


_ corrupted; becauſe Persc properly fignifieth #0 re= 


deeme, 25 rirgurey in Greeke , Redime doth in Latin 
( hence Peric ſignifieth a Redeemer, Parkan Redem. 
tion )Jand ſo Theod'tio, lo Yatablus,lo S.Icrome, and 
to all others expreſſe the word: wherfore either all 
texts are fallified, or all are true. If all be falſe, the 
Hebrew is tainted with corruptien, as wel as the 
Greeke and Latin ; if all true , your tranſlation is 
inexcuſable, in diſcording fro the trath of all ort« 
ginalls, from the verſion of all the Auncients. 


Syr Edward Harwood , with others. 


Theſe Diſputatious about the Hebrew text , ave 
: = aboue 


nt 
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23 owe or capacity L47 [167 {or the $ chooles.1 pray ye 
deſcend to ſome more | rofit able mabier 1 and caſper for 
our VBder(( ancing « 


M. ci THe 


Some _ , - 
—_— Vopon this monon only , I ceaſed to rip YP 
brieflie the reſidue of Proteſtant corruptions ; but not be- 
wrged: cauſe neyther 1,nor Py Compainon had any more 
_ — to: ſay,as HM Witter according to his faſhion per- 
bokron uerlly relateth, for infnits other apap nt» 
keepe my theirs are obu10Vs , and apparent z 45 = wy U= 
_ lency they ve in tranſlating one » an the ſame 
like » Greeke word wagons, T raditio: For in ſuch rextes 
Theſſa- 2+ a5 mention good and holſome Traditions , they 1 
Maths I5+ jeu of Traditions, read Ordinan'es : WRere the Scri- 


0 . 
ture ſpeaketh of (ach as be naughty, Or frivolous 4 
aſeche they ir hatred of our Apoſtolicall T" aditions,Ccaro* 


Commaii- £q1ly ſer downe the right word T yaditions. The 


dunnn (ame. deceit they praQuiſe in expreſling the Hebrew 


your Tre- word Sheol, Hell, For where it may import 2 
_ third place belides Heauens S&H ell, they warily _ 
25:5. If 100 Grave ,Gen+ 37: V- 35: Ofce 1 3- V. 14+ put 
Luc.20.& where it cannot be meant of any other then of the 
ni. butn- Jangeon of the Jamned , there they rightly trad 


_ ſlate 1tza+ if the 15: of che Prouerbes Ve 24- Hel be=- 


flue it w:ach. 1 might haue vrged how they ug le with 
eruely- the word wortFy,0f makeWorthy , againſt rno merit 
nv of workes;how they <2" 85 I nHifications 1ntO $14 
Rom. 5. V. £HbeS,[ ice into Righteouſnes» againſt inherent Iu- 


37+ 18+ 84+ tice; how they (omety ms forſake the Hebrewand 
retire 
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retire to the Greeke , as in the g. of Prouerbes y.3. 
Wiſ-lome ha:h minzledher wine : becauſe the Hebreve 
word Miſccha wholy fauoureth the ancient min- 
gling of water'and wine in the Chalice, which the 
Fathers vrge as neceſſary ,and Proteſtants vrterly 
negle&, 5 fly tothe apiguty of the Greeks 
word ker, which may ſignify tropowre out as well 
as to mingle: & fo did they alwayes read before his 
Maieſties Corretion. Otherwhiles they leaue the 
Greeke;and haue recourſe tothe Latin , as A@&. 13; 
though the Greeke be >:ivgy5» rw» 4v}S», rþey ſuif 


. AA. 


cing t0 087 Lord, as Eraſmns tranſlateh it, yet your Veto 


tranſlation ſtill runneth according to the Latine 
they thiniftring unto our L 2d, becauſe yot cannot 
abide that word, although written by God, which 
doth any way reliſh of the Sacrifice of the Maſle. 
Theſe anda thouſand fuch of your guilefull ſlei- 
ghts I might hauealleadged ; howbeit to condel- 
cend to the reaſonable motion of Syr Edvard Hare 
woodand the reſt, I willingly vmitted them , and re- 
turned to prooue the ſecond part of iy firſt Ante- 
gedent which you denied, 


ron The CAntecedent was this « 


: '- The Word of God preached inthe'Church of 
England is corrupted with errours, andthe men 
that deliger,it are ſubic&to'errours . | 
The former part 1s already prooued by the 
manifeſt adulrerations of your Bible before men= 
tioned, | 
oy The 


Reynolds 
In his 2. 
Loncluſ, . 
V V bt a» 
ker. cou- 
FO; + 
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Tie ſecor;d Part. 


That your men alſo are ſubie toerrour , T 
conuince by the confeſio of M. Rez wolces, M.Whi- 
taker, and the moſt learned Proteſtantes of our 
tyme; who expreſly write, that che true Church, 
which chey ſuppoſe theirs to be, may erre, and all 
her Paſtours in ſome points of fayth , euen neceſſa- 


ry to (aluation- 


Therfore your men, your Preachers , and Pa» 
Rours are ſubic& to errour- 


M. WALKER; 


I graunt, that the true Church may erre for a tyme 
in ſome one fundamentally oint necefary #1» ſaluation;& 
this 1 af firme of the Proteflant Church , of our Church 
of Eng.and: Ground What you can wpon this. 


M. SMITH. 


Though ſome of the Catholikes heereypon 
cryed out He han inough , inough , let ws leane of 
our diſpute , yet to giue more full latistaction tothe 
Proteſtat Gentlemen, who perceauved not ſo ſoone 
the abſurdity-of chis Paradoxe,ar folly of M.YYal- 
ter,1n granting that very. part of my Antecedent 
Which before he denyed, 1 proceeded a little furs 
ther, and argued thus againſt him. 

It zour Church may ecre in one point neceſſa» 
ry to (aluation ,it may as well erre 1n another,an 
{o ca propole nothing yndoubtedly to be belieued , 
as 
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as an article of tayth . Which inference chough A, 
FValker denyed,and with many-cauillations labou- 
red todiuert, yet iteuigently followeth,as Lthus 
declare. 

That Church-which hath not ſufficient autho- 
rity + yay all the myſteries of fayth ſhe 
propoleth , to be infallibly true, can propoſe 
nothing vndoubtedly to be belieued as an are 
ticle of fayth, 

But your Church which may erre now in one 
_T. now in another, at lcaſt for a tyme, 

ath not ſufficient authority toperſuade all 
the myſteries of fayth ſhe propoleth to be in» 
fallibly crue. 

Therefore, your Church can propoſe nothing 
-yndoubtedly to be belieued, as an article of 
fayth. 

For ſeeing the Articles in which your Church 

may erre, are not ſpecified by God, nor knowne to 

our followers; they may iuſtly feare , andſuſpect 
[eaſt thoſe (he now propoleth , be ſome of them, in 
which ſhe may'erre : But with feare and ſuſpition 
no fayth cen ſtand, nothing can ſhe propoſe which 
ought yndoubtedly to be belieued , as S.As- 
goin in the like caſe moſt excellently diſcourſeth, 


aying: How can he be beliened Who thinketh he may Aug. lib, 
ſometym: tell a /ye; for perchance he then lyeth , when he de menda- 


cmmaideth v5 1 beleene 141. So you that hold,your 
Church may ſomety me erre, hane cauſe to doubt, 
leaſt then perchance ſhe erreth , when ſhe com- 
"4 F  _ maundeth 
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maundeth you to follow her doftrine , If caufe to 
doubt , no cauſe to obey , no caule to credit her. 
Nay it implyeth corradicio we ſhould with dinine 
Fayth 8& fayth giue credit vnto her : For by fayth we are af- 
doubrful- (,ceq,, that thething ſhe teacheth cannot poflibly 
nes canot . 
comply be otherwiſe, then we belieue : By doubtfulnes,or 
togeather ſuſpicion we miſtruſt they may be otherwiſe: Els 
- yo & wby do we doubt? Why do we -ſuſpe&? Therfore 
ching, itis a manifeſt implicancy , and irreconciliable c6- 
tradition, that fayth and doubtfulnes ſhould c6- 
fiſt rogeather ; that we ſhould be yndoubredly per- 
ſaaded of the truth propoſed , yet Ragger and mif» 
doubt of the truth.therof; as you have wſt cauſe to: 
do, as long as you maiatayne, that your Church 
may deceaue you. 

Beſides, to prooue out of the former Paradoxe, 

{ that your Church is not the true Church, 1 fra- 
med theſe Syllogiſmes. 

That Church which may erre for a tyme,in a ffi 
damentall point, neceſſary to faluation , hath 
no certainty forthat tyme, 

Yours is ſuch. 

Ergo, it is no true Church, Againe. 

That Church which may erre fora tyme,in a fii- 
damentall point,neceſſary.toſaluation , hath 
not ſufficient meanes of ſaluation , for that 
tyme. 

Yours 1s. ſuch, 


E720, itis no true Church, 


A 
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M. WALKER, 


Theſe :yo::-ments ave [00 5:/ticall, and faulty becru't 
they haze foure t:rmes , With the ſame Cenlure he 
diſcarded other Syllogilmes as crazy & imperfe&, 
he denied to anſwere any Enthymeme « and ſuch 
was his feare of hazarding both cauſe and credit,as 
he reieted alſo a true, and perfet Syllogiſme 
in moode , in bgure , as the Roman Catholiks, 
whome he meritioned, maintayned againſt him , 
Though he did not renounce his ſaluatis if it were 
not true, which M. Waker after his wonted faſhion 
moſt iniuriouſly reporteth of him. 


M. SMITH. 


Your cauſe lyeth a bleeding, wbe you thus begin 
to wrangle about Syllogiſmes; yet theſe two which 
- I haue heere repeated, with the third whichimme- 
diatly followeth in your Summe, are ſuch as no 
Scholler would teprehend . For the conclufion 
which ſeems ro make the Syllogiſme, & conſiſts of 
foure termes, ſuppoleth another Syllogiſme vertu- 
ally inuolued , which to auoid tediouſnes 1did not 
expreſle ; After which manner all Enthymenes 
ars iuſtified , and allowed , notwithſtanding one 
of the premiſſes be ſuppreſſed, and the concluſion 
be immediatly inferred . A thing very viuall amog 
the learned in all Vniverſities , eſpecially when the 
- Diſputant is either ſtraitned with ſhortnes of 
tyme,or the Auditory over-weaTried,as now it was, 

F 2 with 
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with the comberſome delay of :4. long houres, by 
reaſon of your manifold digreſlios,idle repetitios, 
impertinent diſcourſes , ouer-tedious writings &c. 
But you who neuer appeared in any ſuch {chooles, 
pixen.r, Neuer peeped out of _Arifotles Parua's. , no mer- 
parug. Uaile thoughyou could not apprehend that kind of 
arguing . I pardon your ignorance, I beare with 
your dulnes, & paſſe to thole Syllogilmes in moode 
and figure, which you.could not gainſay, 
That Church which hath not the whole,entire, 
L and infallible fayth, hath not meanes ſuffi- 
cient to ſaluation, 
But that Church which may erreforatyme, ig. 
a fundamecall point, hath not the whole,en+ 
tire, and infallible fayth. | 
Therfore, it hath not meanes ſufficient to ſahuae. 
tion, 


M. WALKER; 


I deny your Minor , awd doput you to prooue,thas 
th:.Cburch which may erre, hath not the While and ins 
faliible fayth. 


If it doerre , it hath not whole &entire fayth;_ 

if it may erre it hath not iofallible fayth : as thus I - 
rooue, | 

| That Church which is ſubie&to errour, in a fie 


damentall point, hath not the whole and in« 
fallible fayth, 


But 


IR ES. . ww VW, 
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But that Church , which way erre in ſuch a 
point, 1s ſubie& to errour, 


Therfore, it hath not whole,and infallible fayth, 
M. WALKER. 


. 1 muſt tell you- that your Minor propoſition is falſe. 
Por a Church may be ſo farre ſubied 20 erronr , that it 
may have apoſibility to erre, yet #01 be void of the who'e 
and infallible fayth - 1t is one thing to be ſubieft 0 er- 
your, an another toerre 4Tually : We hold, that our 
Ghurch may erre , bat doe wot thinke that it doth erre in 


any fundamental point. | C 
s M. SMITH, 


If it mayerre , if it hath a poſſibility toerre,it is 
as bad as if ie did erre,in reſpe& of the certainty 
which fayth requireth - for thus I argue. 
That Charch which is fallible 1n a fundamental ,, u, _ 
point of fayth , is not alſo infallible in the ker was 
whole and entire fayth. affrayd 
But your Church which is ſubie& to- errour, *Þis ce 
which hath a poſlibility toerre , inafunda- _—_ 
mentall point of fayth , is fallible. . fthould - 
Therfore,it is not alſo infallible in the whole & come to 
entire fayth: Vnleſſe itmay be in one and the hecho: 
ſame thing both fallible, and infallible, ſub- purpoſety 

1e& to erreur., and not ſubiet, which 1s 1m+ ſuppreſ- 

ſethit in 
poſlible. bis &ame 

Meereypon I concluded , that fich the Proteſtit © © 

Church is fallible in fayth, it hath not any true, & 
F 3 ſuper. 


A ug . cot . 
Maxim, 


lib. 
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ſupernaturall fayth : if xt hath no true fayth , it E1« 
not bea true Church, which werethe two things 
E wasengaged to prooue ; and fo I haue fully dil- 
charged my taske, to the ſatisfaction I hope of all 
thatbe preſent . For 2M. Waker being caught in 
this net of contradiftion, had no means to eſcape, 
vnles,as S. Auguſtine writech of CHaximinas the 
Arrian Biſhop , By talking much , and nothing to the 
purpoſe, he might ſeeme at left to anſvere , who vas not 
able to hold his peace . Therfore ſome of his compa+ 
nions intreated he 'might argue a while, to ſee 
whether he could haue better fortune 1n1mpug- 
ning our Church , the he had in defending theirs. 
Bur before I relate the diſputation he bega, I think 
rt expedient for the inſtruction of ſuch as are better 
epnuerlant in Divinity, to vatold certayne Thea 
logicall Principles,or Articles of fayth , whereby 


'- the force of my former argument, thetruth of our 


doQrins, the folly of Proteſtancy , and the enor- 
mity of CM. Walkers anſ[were,may more apparent- 


ly bediſcovered. 


Threeres 


mar kable 
principles 


The firſt Principle is , that-Fidei non poteſ? ſub- 
eſs: falſum , fayth tdnnot be [ubiedl to any falſity : Faith 
1s infallible, fith it hath for its former obieR the 
prime Verity , orauthority of God; it relieth ypon 


: his infinite Knowledge, which cannot be deceiued 


Ad Heb, 
6: V. 43, 


in ynderſtanding any thing , and:ypon his infinite 
Veracity which will not beguile vs 1nteſtifying an 
yntrath : 78 # #mpoſcible for God #0 ye je hane amoſt 
firong comfort. But as it is 1impoſlible for God tolye, 

* impoſ- 
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impoſſible for him to witnes that which may be 

falſe : So it is impoſlible for the habit of Fayth to 
incline, or for the a& of Fayth to aſſent to that 

which islyable toany falſhood: As $. Thomas fin- 8- Thom; 
gularly well prooucth by theſe 3. Reaſons, Firſt, **: 4 
becauſe nothing can belong to the habit or a of 5, wh ara 
fayth, except that which appertaineth to theyr for- difa4-25 
mall obie&, and in ſuch fort as it is inſtilled, con 

ueyed, and drawne from thence: Euen as noco- 

lour can be ſeene, vnleſle it be garniſhed with the 

beames of light. But to prime Verity no falſity can 

belong , not only any actuall falſhood, but notfo 

much as any thing that hatha poſfibility to be falſ; 

no more then-any proneſle to enill can appertayne 

to ſoueraigne goodnes,or the leaſt ſhadow of dark- 

nes to light inacceſſable , Therfore Fayth,which 

hath prime Verity for her obie&,. muſt not only be 

- free trom .actuall errour, but from all lyablenes 
therunto,, or poſlibility of erring. Secondly ,euery 

aQ, euery habit, is neceſſarily lincked with equall 
proportion of certainty, or aſſurance, with thecer. 

tainty of the obieR, of which it borroweth its dig- 

nity , nature, and forme : Wherfore as theprime 
Verity,and teſtimony of God; ſo the habit , and 

a& of Fayth,are both infallible . Thirdly , Fayth is 

an intelle&uall Vertue which doth perfe& , & eno- 

ble the faculty of our V nderſtanding, which can-' 

Not receaue the dye of perfe&ion from any other 

thing then that which is true, becauſe that only, 
as all Philoſophers teach, is her proper , & peculiar 
obieRt 


43 The Colloquy betweene 
"44 Heb, obie&t . Hencettis, that S. Paw! deſcribeth'Fayth 
n.Y.:: notonly to be the ſub//2ce,that 15,the letled ground, 
ary ta the conſlant , and Hoble fonndation ( according to FS, 
cap. 79. Dionyſtus) of our hope, but alſo, an argument of things 
Aug. lib. nor appearive; that 15,2 firme aflenc, a demonſtratts 
__—\ or Conviction, 4s S. Angu#in: layth., of our ynder- 
ixryzer, Randing, which cannot be obnoxious to any dan- 
ger of falfity. ; 
The x» The ſecond Principle preſuppoſeth, that Faith 
Principle, Muſt not only be infallible, but whole alſo, and en- 
tire: Witnes S. Arhanaſins in the beginning of his 
Creed, Whrſoener d01h rot be/cine the Catholike faith 
wholy & 51niolably he ſhall 1nd ubtedly perich; And S. 
Leo.ſer.4, Le0: A great ſafeguard is faith entire, true faith ,in 
in ſolem. which nothing can be added by ary , no:bing detrafted; 
ry 4, becanſe wnleſſe fayth be one, it is no fayth , the Apoille 
Mars. v. duerring,One Lond,One fayth. To which purpole our 
36+ Sauiour himſelf auoucheth : He that beleiveth mot, 
ſb {le condemned: that is;he that beletueth not every 
Article, expreſly or implicitely , he that beleiueth 
not the whole ſumme of Chriſtian dodrine, ſhall 
incurre the forfaiture of his ſaluation. Por as all 
Math. 28, thinges are to be obſeruedvhatſoener Chrift comma « 
v,*0 ged;lo all thinges to be beleiued whatſoeuer he 
taught: and in ſuch manner,that albeit the myſte- 
ries in themſelues are ſome of lefſe , ſome of grea- 
ter moment, ſome neceflary, ſome contingent; yet 
as they are teſtified, & revealed by God,they ought 
all with equall certaiatie, with the ſame ſuretie to 
be credited & imbraced ; becauſe God in all things 


little 
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little or great, neceſſarie or contingent, is equally 
great, & of infallible credit : Wherby cuery Article 
15 ſo faſt riuetted , and.conioyned one with the 
ocher,in ſuch yaiforme & due propartion, as they 
make, layth S. Gregory Nazianzen, A Chayne truly Greg, ora: 
pollen, anſenrnigns From which , if your witharay 37; Abe 

t one , 08 Vitharay your ſaluation , as $, Ambroſe 1,c.1_ 6; 
wriceth . 

The third principle 1s, that the ordinary meanes The z, 
of atteyning the whole and infallible fayth, is from Principle. 
the mouth of the Church, from the lipps of her Rom, s. V. 
Prieſts, becauſe fayth is by hearing,and bearin? by the 17. 
word of Chriſt : to wit, by the word expounded and 
preached vnto vs , by his lawfull Paſtours: for it 
goeth immediatly before , How shall they heare with- 
our 4 Preacher , and how hall they preach wnleſie they 
þ: (emt? Whervpon it neceſſarily enſueth,that if they 
beſent from God to teach his heavenly doarine, 
if we be bound to beletue ypon their reſtification 
and a 44" g, their preaching muſt be cerraine, 
their reſtification yndeceiuable, that we may ſecu- ,, Thef: 
rely receyue the word they deliuer ; not 4s the Word «. V. 2. 
of men,but as it is indeed the word of Go4,who by their 
mouthes ſpeaketh, by their teſtimony ſealeth,and 
witneſleth it vnto vs; eſpecially ſeeing he com- 
mandeth vs #0 heare them a5 himſelf, to obey them as ;,,. ;.. 
his Vicegerents , to beleiue them vnder penaltie © 
damnation ;ſeing he giueth them the Holy Ghoſt,,, _ 
go reach themall truth, to ſantifie them in veritie,that 11, epheſ, 
" We be n0t carryed about with any Vinde of dodtrine. 4 
F ag G There- 


_ 
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Therefore as God cannot 1nimediatly by himſelf, - 
or mediatly by any other, deliver that which may 
be doubtfull or vncertaine; fo much lefle by the 
In the 3» mouth of thoſe his witneſſes, his wages, bis anter- 
—_— preters, by whome he vttereth the Oracles of truth: 
tid, chap.g, as I might more fullie demonſtrate, 1f ] had not al- 
ends, ready elswhere yncontrollably euitced and proucd 
the ſame. Yea. the very nature and condition of 
fayth,perforce requireth ir;tor that being an aſſent 
of our vaderſtanding #2 thinres not appearing , that 
15,not appearing true through the euidence of truth 
in themſelues, or through the l1ght of humane rea- 
ſon, but only by this Authority of God , who teſti- 
fieth them not immediatly ,but by the meanes of his 
Church , by the true Paſtors, and expounders of 
| his word; if they might vary , or fluctuate in the 
| rules they follow of expounding Scripture, their 
expolitions were wauering , their preaching yn- 
| coitant,they could neither aſſuredly teach, nor we 
| PYhit. vndoubredly giue credit to that which they pro- 
cont- 2.4» poſe,as to conſtant,ſtable, and immoucable truth, 
4+P43-22% For it is a warrantable poſition of M. Whitakers; 
Such as the meanes be , ſuch of neceſsitie muſt be the 
interpretation it ſelfe : But the meanes of inter>reting 
ol ſcur.: places are oncertaine doubtful, and ambiguoss: 
T henit cannot poſsibly be but that the interpretation it 
ſelf is uncertaine ; if vncertaine , then may it be falſe, 
Bur if it may be falſe, as M. Walker acknowledgeth 
the interpretation of the Proteſtants Church may 
be,it ouerthroweth the ground of fayth , the foun- 


dation 
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dation of Religion.For whatels can he, or any of 
his fellowes afligne, on which they ſtay or ancker 
the certaintic of divine belerfe? Their particuler pa» 
tor? Their private ſpirit? But if their Paſtours in 
generall may trip and flumble; tow much more, 
their particular ? It the publicke ſpirit of their 
Church beerrable,how deceiuable is their private? 

Againe,the priuate ſpirit 1s hidden, it cannat be 
diſcovered and opened to others, and yet it is cpen 
it ſelf coa thouſand illuhons. Therefore it mult be 
tryed by ſome more known ,and certaine fpirit: 

What then , do you build vpo the yoice of God that 
ſpeaketh ia the Scripturefbut that voyce isno other 
then the bare word or outward letter of Holy writ; 

of that arifeth our ſtrife and debate. That alſo {pea 

keth moft errably to you,as your owne contentions 

and infinite hereſies ſprung from thence, beare eui- 

dent wines. If your reply , tharut ſpeaketh inerra- 

bly to ſuch a read, and heare it with faith, and hu- 

militie as they ought ; you ſend me ſtill aroving in 

the wildernes of vacertaintie;for how ſhall I know 

who they be , that obſeruethoſe conditions as they 

ought? And whatis this, as they ought ,after your 

Puritanicall,or Caluinian manner? 

Laſtly Jet it be{for this wilbe)your laſt,and poo- 
reſt refuge,that the true Churchof Its v s Chriſt 
hath alwayes ſuch well kown to him ; what 1s this 
toyou ,if you know them not? Whar if we dif- 
proue, as we plainly doe, your Church to be his ? 
Where are your humble Readers f your faith- 

G 2 full 
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tull interpreters? Or to yield you the vttermoſt 
your can aske, though moſt impudently begged at 
' our hands; let there be ſuch Readers , ſuch Inter- 
preters among you; eyther they alwayes infallibly 
obſerue the conditions ſpecified , interpreting ill 
a right , and then your Church by their direQion, 
contrarie to your Tenent , can never erre: Or they 
fall:bly obſerue them, and ſo your Church may run 
aſtray ,it cannot be the pillar of faith, the ſtorehouſe 
of truth , the voyce, or trumpet of ſ{upernaturall 
beleife; as my laſt two Syllogilmes printed by M- 
Walker vadeniably conclude:which as long as they 
Shall remaine regiſtred in his Pamphler , ſo long 
Shall it beare the record of his owne diſgrace ; ſo 
long sball ic proclayme the yiRorie of our Catho- 
like cauſe; ſo long shall the Proteſtant Church lie 
panting in theduſt, withoutlife, without ſtrengh, 
without yitall breath ? Now let vs behold what 
new life « M. Walker can breath into it , to reuiue 


This at- . ; ge 
anmont it againe? Marry ,that a true Chriſtian Church may. 
croſſeth errefor a tyme,in ſome one fundamenrall poynt, 


in ſelfein ecellarie to laluation, he diſputeth thus, 
termes, 


for if the | M. WALKER- 
Church That which the auntient Apoſtolicall Church mickt : 


e wb doe, other ſucceeding Churches may doe, with the 
mentall ſame ſucceſee» " 
poynt,it= Byt the Apoſtolicall Church might erve, and did exre - 
bent in 4 maine poynt ,and yet bane atrue faith,and was 
true; if 

woe bs 4 true Church, 


erred aot, Ergo, Other Churches alſo. 
M. SMITH. 1deny the Mmor. The Apoſtolical Church 
did not erre in a maine point of Fayth . 
M.WALKER. Theatt of Chrifts Reſurrefton from the dead 
taught ww Scripture, # a fundementall point of Fayth » The Apottoli- 
call hunch diderremit. Ergo @ Go M, 
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I diſtinguiſh the Minor , The Apoſtles erred, 
or rather were ignorant of the a& of Chriſtes Re» 
ſurre&ion , 45 4 matter of fa? , 1 graunt the M- 
nor;ss an Article of faith, 1 deny it: for it was indeed 
a diuine verity , a true matter of faR at that tyme, 
yet no article of faith. 


M. WALKER 


Behold Gentlemen he denyeth the Reſurreion 16 
be an Article of faith | 


M. Smiths Companion. 
You wilfully abuſe him; he denyeth it not ab- 


ſolutly, but only for that tyme, becauſe it was not 
then ſufficiently promulgated . 


M. WALKER- 
Reach me the Bible , 1 Will chew the contrary in 


33 
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read, how ſome of the Apoſtles knew not the Scri- 


ptures that he mu#i riſe from the dead : how our Sa- Mar, 16, 
uiour appeared to the eleauen Apoſtles , and wp- Y"4* 


brayded their incredulity and hardnes of hart ; becauſe 
_— believed not them who had ſeene him after he yas 
Fen. W- 
Ar this Syr Wiliam Harington houlding vp 
his handes,ſayd-0h, I proteſt 1 never heard any poynt 


 ſoplymelyprooued! 
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M. SMITH. 


Proued? he hath proued nothing.For Igraunt 
the Apoſtles were ſlow 10 belieuing , dull in-vnder- 
Randing the reſurretion of Chriit;but Hay it was 
not then an article of fayth, which they were obli- 
ged expreſſely to belieue , becauſe it was not (o 
Clearely promulgated,and proved vynto them, as to 
bynd chem vnder the payne of Herely , or note of 
Iatidelity, at thattymeroimbrace. 


A Proteſlant Gentiem an. 


J4 


Say you ſor ? Was it motexpreſſely revealed in 
Scriptu-e? ſufficiently promulgated by Chriit h.mſelf # 


M. SMITH» 3 


I acknowledge the revelation of ſcripture, the 
promulgation of Chriſt ſufficient in themſelues ; 
yetnotinreſped of the Apoſtles capacity;for they 
were yet rude and weake of ynderitanding , they 
had not as yet that inward illuſtration and light of 
the holy Ghoſt ,thoſe outward motives , and argu- 
ments of credibility,which did binde them to = 
iafallible aſſent roſodeep a myſtery. They alfen- 
ted and belieucd , that all was true which Chriſt 
ſayd,all true which the Scriptures reuealed concer- 
ning his ReſurreRion; yet they knew not whether 
the ſenſe and meaning of thoſe paſſages were tobe 
taken truely or enigmatically , properly or figu- 
ratiuely. Of this only were they igaorant; and this 
igno- 
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ignorance proceeded from their imbecillity and 
weakeneſle, and not from the inſufficiency of 
holy Scripture, 

The Gentleman ſatisfied with this, & M. Ha hey 
grauelled with the former an{were , bis reaſoning 
was2tanend:; howbeit his brawling would haue 
noend , for the foreſayd diſtin&tion-held him at 
ſuch a bay, as notwithſtanding he bragged much 

© of his dexterity in diſputing, yet with all his cun- 
ning Sophiſtry he could not fomuch as frame one 
argument,one Syllogiſme , or Enthimeme againſt 
ar, But being in a monſtrous rage, becauſe his pryde 
could not brooke ſuch a fowle ouerthreowe , I 
thought good to giue way te his chafing fit, and 
ſo departed with theſe very wordes : Yell, well ; I 
perceine my diſtinddion hath choked your argument , you 
ave not able to proceed. Now, after that 1 aroſe and 

walked hard by,the other Prieſt that afliſted me ex- 
plicating the anſwere that 1 had -giuen,, ſayd. 


HM. Smiths Comanion. 


It is not much to be meruailed, that the Apo» 
ſles at the farſt conceaued not aright the Reſurre- 
Rion of Chriſt : for the Apoſtolicall Church was 
then th her infancy;it was newly rayſ{ed,not wholy 
finished; degun, but not perfected ; The Evangeli- 
call law was deliuered, yet not fully eſtabliſhed, 

And can this vndergoe the cenſure of any other 
doarine, then ſound and -orthodoxall? Or could 


* M.fakerwſtly vaunt of any allegation he brought 
againſt 


M, Wals 
rer filen= 
ced with 


the firſt 


diſtinis 
made a« 


= 


Loe the 


yanitie of ,o, 2) Prieſt to make vs this breach, fled 


a Varh- 
quisbed 


migiſter. 
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againſt M. Smith? Then read and deteſt the arro- 


gant ſtyleof an beretical| Impoſtor, who bluſheth 


not to print , after his confulion , thele flourshing 


wordess. 


M. WALKER, 
 M. Smith being p#t 10 filenceith theſe proofes, 


10 another 
ſhift ,and de nyed the ApoFiles to hawe byn a Church a8 
that tyme , becauſe the Holy Ghoit Was not yet come 
done nor the Enanzelicall lay revealed. wu” 


M. SMITHe 


If you were not already returned in open 
Court for a willfull lyar,forger, falſe Prophet ; and 
Prieſt of Baal,your wordes might beare ſome ſhew 
of credit: butin ſo much as you are notorioully 
defamed for ſuch an one, Ionely intreat the Rea« 
der to iudge, whether I were ſilenced, or you; whe- 
ther my Companion-fled to another ſhift, or defen- 
ded theanſwere which I gaue :Whether you haue 
not writhed his wardesto a faulty Rtrayne , of pur- 
pole to reprooue them. For he denyed not the Apo- 
ſtles to have byn atthat tyme a Church, nor that 
the Euangelicall law was reucaled ; but that it was 
not promulgated; that the Church was not yetper- 
fet,or law coplete. For how could it be then fully 
coplete, when it wanted diuers guiftes and endow- 
ments , neceſſary to the entyre complement and 
perteRion therof ? When it wanted the ſpirituall 
comfort 
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comfort, and inward Vnaion of the Holy Ghoſt? 
When ut wanted ber outward promulgation efſen- g x1,,, 
tially required tothe eſtabliſhm@ of a law ? When «. x. 9.90. 
it wanted the guift of tongues, moſt requiſit for ©*: +: 
the conuerſion of all Nations? When it wated that , = i 
Yigour, or ſtrength of vericy,of which our Sautour 
ſayd: Tarry in the Citty til you be enducd vith 
from high? How then CM. Walker, how could your 
conſcience (erue you to carpe,or reprehend that 
ſaying of his , trengthned and ſupported by ſuch 
warrantable proofes ? To peruert and diforder the 
whole frame and methode of your ownediſputa- 
tion ? How could it ſerueyou , 1. To charge me Are not 
with tearming the Apoſtles ignorance or hardnef{e theſe Mi- 
of hart, att errour of forgerfulneſſe? 2, To faygne 2% 
meto (ay,that the Scriptures had not expreſſely re- children? 
uealed , how Chriſt ſhould riſe from the dead ? z, alying 
To faygne,thatT increated-you to ſhew it me our of : 
the Ghoſpell ? 4. That I perſiſted ſtill, how the 
Scriptures had not ſufficieatly reucaled t ? All 
ay iniurious and hideous lyes. 
NotwithRading theſe leaſinges of his, or ſelfe- 
deuiſed fancyes , he muſtreth a band of three ſcue- 
rall probations , and graceth the laſt with the ad- 
miratio or ſolemne acclamation of one of his Af- 
ſtances, howbeit it was vied ypon another oc- 
cafion . Such is every where the ivgling of that 
Yain-glorious Sycophant : yet he diſchargeth me 
from the labour of refuting his arguments , fith 
-they are. nothing elſe but engines rayſed to __ 
? H tho 


— 
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the forts of his owne conceits: which nenertheles 
he ſuffereth not to fall to the ground without the 
ſound of his fellowes applaule, prayſing himſelfe 
for ouercomming bimſelte , in ſuch a skirmiſh, in 
which he is both che aſſayler, and the afſayled , he 
the Maiſter, and he the may ſtered , idely conque- 

ring, and baſely conquered both ar once. | 
Moreouer he reprooueth me for making a 
ſtrange diſtinaion between a thing, as he tear- 
meth it, anditelfe: becauſel wad , that thea& 
of Chriſts Reſurretion was a true matter of fa, 
a diuine Verity , yet no article of fayth , which the 
Apoſtles then were bound expreſly. to belicue. But 
is this ſo ſtrange ? 1 will giue you an inſtance of 
the like ſtrange diſtintion. The validity of bap- 
tiſme miniſtred by Heretiks' was alwayes a diuing 
| Verity , alwayesa truth ſufficiently revealed in ho. 
nd ly Scriptures', in the firſt of $. 70h, andthe third * 
x Of. Luke, where itis written : 1; is he that bapti- 
Luce 36 Ve ££th : Chriſt is the principallagent,, whoſe action 
£0. cannot be fruſtrated by the faultes of his inſtru- 
ment.; yet this was not alwayes an article of fayth, 
vntillie was publickly defined by the Confiſtory 
of Gods Church; which cauſed Yincentian Lirynenſis 
tofreethem from hereſy who defended the contra- 
ry before ; tocondemne ſuch as perhſted in vphol- 
ding it after the definition; his wordes are theſe: 

Fines O Wonderful change and alteration of thinges | The 

coutrs Fathers of one and [elfe ſame opinions - are adiudeed Ca- © 
Prophs. tho.iqnes , the followers Heretiques ; the mayHers are 
OY | «auit- 
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arqaitied , the diſciples condened ; the wryters ef bookes 
Shall bt Sounes of the kyngdeme, 1be maintainers of the 
ſame challbe caft into bell + 

_ Finally CM. Waker for his vypſhor,relateth the 
commendation a Catholike gave him of his noble 
conqueſt after he was thus diſcomfited. I reprine 
his werds, which he for very ſhame diſguiſeth ya- 


' der thecloke of a third perſon, 


M. WALKER 


When the Priefles were very willing 80 make a 
end andthe Proteflant Gentlemen ſeemed well ſatisfied, 


- #414 made them rea iy to depart ; One of the Roman Ca- 


rholiques calling M. Walker e/ide, began #0 collogue 


and flutter With him, telling him, 1hat he Was 4 g0:4 Oh the 
Logician,a good 1 intuift, ani well read, andihat God _ 
bid ginen him 4 charp voit and read) tongue, endtler- , 

fore wo meruaile though he preuayled , and made 4 810d this man} 


Canſe ſeeme bad when hb: oppoſed it, anda tad cauſe ſcem 
$10.1, when he defended it. 
M. SM1T He 


Fye, fie, M.Walker! Are you ſo greedy of a 
hetle yayn- glory as thus to blazon with your owne 
pen(for you penned the whole ſumme though you 
maske it vnder another vizard ) the falſe luſtre of 
your ſuppoſed talents? Of ſuch as never were ac- 
knowledged by any of your Pew-fellowes in Ci- 
bridge, mach leſſe extolled by the mouth of a Ca- 
tholike? For I enquired of the Getlema who c6fer- 
redwith you, & he ſolemnly proteſteth before God 
; H 3 and 
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and man,and is ready, it need require ,to confirme 
it with bis Oath, , yea and 1uridically to _diuulge ic 
toall the word: Firſt , #hat he never gaue you theſe 
bigh titles of commendation, which yos ſet done ; Se- 
condly, that the Courtly complements he cafZ upon you 
vere meerely in eſt bythe figure of Ironia,as the Wile- 
dome of Gad ieſted at Adew after his fall, laying : 
| Gene. 3-V. Lge Adam 1s become 46 it Were one of v5 , knowing good: 
| "_ andenill:yer luch was your quick and ſubtle wit ſo. 
| worthy of admiration, as 1t conceiued that to-be 
poken in good earneſt , which was vttered in dp» 
rifion, tolaugh you tofcorne. Ns 
By which, and by all the former paſſages, eue- 
xy indifferec man may eafily perceiue,1. How poore 
a Religion Proteſtancy 1s , and how weaks a Pa- 
erone heere ſhe had, who could bring no bener 
- propps to.ſuſtaine it, then knauery , fraudulency, 
lyes., and falfifications. 2. How Thraſa-lyke M4, 
Walker boaſteth of the Victory, and endeth the 
ſcene of his fabulous diſcourſe with that triumphas 
£ſd,, 3. & ſentence , Mugne eft weritas &þ prenaked; Great is. 
| 4. 3.4% troth and it doth preuaile.For vnleflc falſhood may. 
be inthroned in- the chaire of Eruth, and Vanity 
| poſlefie the ſeat of Verity ; farre,, tao-too farre. 
1s he from. prevayling,, who hath ben conuicted, 
and notably diſgraced with ſo. many tergiuerſa- 
tions ,. digreſions , forgeryes , and- grofle. ab- 
ſurdityes.; who. hath byn driuen to. ſuch ſhame- 
full begging of the principall queſtion; to grant 
that after , which before he had denyed; todeny 
at 
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thatnow, which he formerly granted; yea to a flat 
Gmrariety and playne contradiction the greateſt 
»ylog a Scholler can take: He I fay, who hath byn . 
otonly yanquiſhed and defeated , but chaſed out 
# the field atouery encounter. In which nenerthe- 
2c if he had Rood, and vpheld his quarrell'( 2s 
32d forbid he ſhould; ) ſezth he not what horrible 
:rimes he had layd to the Apoſtles charge ? What 
1famies ot+ their lock? Seeth he not what a breach 
© had made in Syon? What ruiaes in his owne 
Iequſal?? For by attaching the Apoſtolicall Church 
of erring in a fundamencall point , manifeſtly re- 
uealed "in holy Scripture , and often intimated by 
the Sonne of God, he attacheth it of Infidelity, he 
enditeth it of Herefie., and wholy depriueth it of 
the happy meanes of ſaluation . For the entire pro- 


feſfion of ſauing truth (as Calvin, Field, and other c,1,;,, , 
prime Proteſtants confeſſe with vs 's neceſiary to 4. l»flic. 


the ſtate of ſaltatio, whichthe Apo 
wanted, when iterred, according to him, in that 


olical Church © *: f. re 


eſlzariall article of Chriſts ReſurreRion; it wanted 4, cp 
then.the ſoneraigne meanes of attayning eternall c,;, & 4. 


bliſe; and ſo.could not be the ſpouſe of Chriſt, the. 

gateof life , the rample of God , or Church of his 
belourd ſonne; without all-ſauing truth, it is im- 
poſlibleto be his ſauing Church. The ſame is more 
ſtrongly confirmed' by the dotage it felfe. 7. 
Walker very dotingly laboured te proue (or elle _ 
ued nothing for his purpoſe, )That the Apoſtolike 
Church erred ina fundamenrall point neceſſary to. 
H 3 ſalua- 
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faluation; For if it was neceſſary , the Church 
could not be ſaued without it; if 1t might beſaued 
without it, it was pot an article at that tyme necel- 

{ary to be belieued. | 
Neyther doth he only bereaue that pure and 
primitiveflocke of the riches of blifſe , of the in'e- 
ity of fayth-in that one he ſpecified, bat by the 
meargument, in all other poiars of belict , For as 
by one mortal! ſinne the Vertue of charity is wholy 
1a. v, xpelkd , accotding to S. 1ames, He that affenderh im 
16+ oncis made guilty of dll: ſo by one only Hereſy,gr 
x. Tim. 1. a& of Infidelity the habit of fayth is ytterly loft, 
Y.2% whichS. Pay teacheth, affirming, that Hymenaus 
and Alexander made ſhipwrack of their fayth,albeic 


they only denied one-ſole article, to wit, the fu- 


Aug, 1.4 ture Rglurrection of our fleſh. Which the Fathers 
bar.leron, Witnefle, when they auouch , that ſuch as fall inco 
a Herely , are degraded of the dignity and right of 
hah. Chriſtianity . Which D, Fhitaterallo approneth, 
cont, 2. 4 laying: 1f any one qaweringed wy doftrine be 
$01  remoned , the Church preſently faleth. Wherupon ir 


followeth ; that the Apoſtolicall Church was pre-. 


ſently buried in her owne ruines ; thatthe Apoſtles 
made ſhipwrack of their fayth ; that they were 
no Chiſtians when they belecued not the Reſurre. 
Rion of Chriſt, if then they were bound to receiue 


It asa fundamentall article of their beliefe. Nay it- 


followeth hereon , thatthe whole. fould of Chriſt 


(for it was wholy no doubt inwrapped inthe A-. 


poſtles errour ) became(6 monſtrous impiety and 
| | moſt 
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moſt hellih conſequence ! ) became I ſay, a heard Note the 
of Miſcreants, a band of Infidells, a den of Apo« blaſphe. 
Ratacs . The chaſt and vndefiled ſpouſe of Chriſt _ A 
( Ldread tothink it) fell to be an Adultereſſe ; his feof M. 
pure Virhin , the harlot of Sathan. And becauſe Walkers 
that which befell the Apoſtolicke Church may by *'32m#r: 
HM. Walkers owne Logick, befall in lyke manner miſery os 
yntoall other Churches ; the Proteſtants Church, Proteſtis 
not only by meere poflibility , but a@nally alſo _ _ 
may be ſtayned with Hereſfies , tainted with Apo- their fall 
ſafie , blinded with Infidelity , wholy reuolt and Church 
falifrom Chriſt. And if once it may doe fo, we leg? Va- 
ci at no tyme(as I haue already declared )be infalli- OP 
bly certain, that theit doth not ſo;rwe may alwayes true 
doubt , or feare at leaſt,that now it doth ſo. Church 
Oa the other ſide , becauſe our Sauiour teſti» ***+ 
fieth of his Church, that it cannot poflibly be di. 
uorced from him , that it 1s 4weverlafiing Kingdemy, Ofee x, 
not prſablt ro be euercome , not by the gates of hell, that P*% n-V, 
It is guarded by the Holy Ghoſt , neuer able tobe 72. . 
miſguided; that it 15 a pure Virgin , not able tobe Marrh.1s, 
ſpotted with agy diſloyalty: The ſpouſe of Chri# can- * Corinth, 
not play the adulcereſſe , layth 5. Cyprian: Therfore Cpricoms 
the Proteſtantes Church , which may really be «. «pif.7z. 
naught,may aRually fall, and proſtitute her ſelfe to 
ſome filthy or diſtoyall errour, can by no means be 
the true Spouſe, the true Ehurch, the true King- 
dome, or Campe of Chriſt; nor enioy the dow- 


= yes, polleſle the treaſures of his inerrable Truth, 
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